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DETAILED ACTION 



Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the amendment filed 5/9/2006. Claims 
28-37 are pending. Claims 1-27 are cancelled. 

Drawings 

2. The objection to the drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1 .83(a) is hereby withdrawn in 
response to the amendment filed 5/9/2006. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112 

3. The rejection of claims 28-37 under the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is 
hereby withdrawn in response to the amendment filed 5/9/2006. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 28-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Johnson et al. (WO 96/41275) in view of Miff, (U.S. 5,594,638) and further in 
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view of Applicant's admission, and further in view of Oon, (WO 97/48059), and 
further in view of Friedman (U.S. 6,055,494). 

6. As per claim 28, Johnson discloses a medical record management system 
comprising: 

a. an administrator system having: 

(i) data receiver for accepting medical records, (Johnson, abstract, page 4, 
lines 1-3). 

(ii) a data store for storing the received medical records, (Johnson, abstract, 
page 4, lines 8-9). 

(iii) a query module for receiving query from predefined source (i.e. client) 
having assigned access right and to transmit relevant record data back to the source, 
(Johnson, abstract, page 4, lines 9-10, page 10, lines 6-8, page 11, lines 10-17, page 
28, line 23 to page 29, line 7). 

Johnson fails to teach the medical record represented in medical scripting 
language including script instructions containing embedded commands, the records 
stored on the basis of patient data categorized into event categories selected from the 
group of patient presentation data, patient test results data, patient diagnosis and 
medication data. However, such a system is well known as disclosed by lliff, (lliff, col. 
13, Iine20-col. 14, line 36). 

On page 10, lines 22-25 of the specification, Applicant admitted that the medical 
scripting language defined by Extended Backus Naur Format is well known as 
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described in Programming in Modula-z by Niklaus Widh, spronger Verlag 1982 and 
Smalltalk V, Digitalk corporation 1992. 

On page 14, lines 16-21 , applicant admitted that the use of medical scripting 
language to encode patient record is known as described in PCT/AU97/00362, 
published December 18 1997 under publication number WO 97/48059 (Oon) which 
discloses the medical scripting language and the records stored on the basis of the 
event categories Plum where P stand for presentation, I for link (i.e., test data), u for 
utility (i.e., diagnosis) and m for management (i.e,. drug treatment or medication data), 
(Oon, Figs 1-3, 12; page 14, lines 3-12, page 15, lines 10-26). 

As per the "pre-emptive report generator in operative interconnection with the 
data store configured to interrogate the medical records in accordance with prescribed 
instructions to initiate report generation and execution of said embedded commands in 
accordance with preselected criteria". It is unclear that this limitation is disclosed in 
Johnson and lliff. This, however, is well known as evidenced by Friedman. Friedman 
teaches a medical language processing system including parser for parsing (i.e., 
interrogate) medical records according to grammar and lexicon (i.e., prescribed 
instructions) to form a structured output and tagged report (i.e. report generator), 
(Friedman, Fig. 1,2, col. 2, line 18- col. 4, line 17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Johnson and lliff. The motivation would have been to use 
authoring language to enable expert and general practitioner knowledge to be encoded 
for access by the public, (lliff, Abstract). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add Applicant's admission to the collective system of Johnson and lliff. The 
motivation would have been to use a language that has the ability to operate on 
different computing platforms, thus improving scalability and performance. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention add Friedman to the collective system of Johnson, lliff, and Applicant's 
admission. The motivation would have been to computerized processing of natural 
language phrases fund in medical data, (Friedman, col. 1 , lines 6-8). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to include medical scripting language and event categories admitted by 
the Applicant and disclosed in WO 97/48059. The motivation would have been to 
facilitating the querying and managing of medical records, (Oon, page 15, lines 10-15). 

7. As per claim 33, the claim recites the method corresponding to the system of 
claim 28 and is rejected for the same reasons given in the rejection of claim 28. 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine the references cited is 
as provided in the rejection of claim 28 and incorporated herein by reference. 

8. As per claims 29, 34, Johnson discloses computer and network, (Johnson, page 

9. line 10). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine the references cited is 
as provided in the rejection of claim 28 and incorporated herein by reference. 
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9. As per claims 30, 35, ASCII format is disclosed by Oon, (Oon, page 32, lines 23- 
24). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine the references cited is 
as provided in the rejection of claim 28 and incorporated herein by reference. 

10. As per claims 31 ,36, it is within a level of one skilled in the art to select data 
elements and data types of fields in a record. Johnson discloses data fileds of record, 
(Johnson, page 26, lines 18-25). Oon teaches event status field, handwritten text (i.e, 
signature, comments), (Oon, page 32, lines 10-28). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine the references cited is 
as provided in the rejection of claim 28 and incorporated herein by reference. 

11. As per claims 32, 37, Oon discloses the date tracking function for various 
application such as recalling or reminding, (Oon, page 3, lines 20-26). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine the references cited is 
as provided in the rejection of claim 28 and incorporated herein by reference. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 28-37 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. In addition, the arguments directed 
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toward Friedman, (U.S. 6,182,029), previously applied, are also moot in light of new 
rejections based on an older reference to Friedman, (U.S. 6,055,494). 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure is as follows: "System of improved recording of medical 
transaction" (US 2004/0249667); "System for encoding patient data" (US 
2003/0073887). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Russell S. Glass whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3132. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



RSG 

7/24/2006 




